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ABSTRACT
The present study was undertaken to test three hy­
potheses: (1) criminals, neuropsychiatric criminals, and
neuropsychiatric patients will have a response pattern on 
the PRT similar to that of children; (2) of the three 
groups, the responses of the criminal group will bear the 
closest relationship to children's responses; and (3) the 
more frequently the criminals and neuropsychiatric crimi­
nals have been in difficulty with the law, as measured by 
the number of arrests, the greater will be their degree of 
immaturity as measured on the Perceptual Reaction Test 
(PRT) age scales. Immaturity for the purposes of this 
study was defined as having a response set tendency charac­
teristic of descending chronological age groups. In other 
words, responses that were characteristic of children would 
be considered indicative of immaturity when found in adults. 
These hypotheses were based on Berg's Deviation Hypothesis.
Separate male and female age scales were developed 
for four age groups: 5-6 year; 7-8 year; 9-10 year; and
11-12 year, by comparing their response frequencies to the 
PRT options with those of normal adults by means of a cross- 
validation technique described by Katzell. Then the deviant 
groups were scored on these age scales and an Analysis of
vi
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Variance, t-tests, and partial correlations were used to 
test the hypotheses of this study.
The resulting statistical values indicated that, 
while there was a difference in the manner of responding to 
the PRT among the various groups, the criminals and neuro- 
psychiatric criminals did not respond like children as had 
been hypothesized— i.e. did not manifest immaturity as de­
fined in the study. However, the neuropsychiatric patients 
did respond like children on the 9-10 and 11-12 year scales. 
Partial correlation coefficients indicated that there was 
no significant relationship between the age scale scores and 
the number of offenses committed by the criminals and neuro­
psychiatric criminals. It was also noted that while the 
deviant groups did not respond like children neither did 
they respond consistently like adults. It was proposed 
that the criminals most likely have a unique response pat­
tern to the PRT just as children have a unique response 
pattern.
INTRODUCTION
Hippocrates believed that people could be under­
stood in terms of temperament and contended that there were 
four basic personality types* each of which was governed by 
a different body humor. In his work On Sacred Disease, he 
stated that when the humors (blood* black bile* yellow bile* 
and phlegm) were adversely mixed or otherwise disturbed* 
physical or mental disease resulted: "depravement of the
brain arises from phlegm and bile; those mad from phlegm 
are quiet* depressed and oblivious; those from bile excited* 
noisy and mischievous" (Coleman* 1956* p. 24) . This ancient 
theory of personality shows an early attempt at the classi­
fication of behavior in terms of temperaments or personality 
types. In terms of the written record the long history of 
personality study began with this initially crude effort to 
relate personality attributes to motivational forces.. '.Since 
that time* attempts have been made to predict behavior from 
an individual tendency to respond in a characteristic man­
ner. In present day psychology this tendency to respond in 
a given manner is usually called set. While the concept of 
set per se does not appear in Hippocrates1 writings* the 
historical antecedents of the concept can be traced to the 
era of the Greek philosophers. At present* however* there
is still much confusion regarding this concept. For ex­
ample, in psychological literature set appears to be syn­
onymous with Einstellung, dispositions, attitudes, biased 
responses, readiness, response preference, response style, 
response systems, systematic error, traits, determining 
tendency, etc. Gibson (1941) in an attempt at clarifica­
tion said: "The concept of set or attitude is a nearly
universal one in psychological thinking, despite the fact 
that the underlying meaning is indefinite, the terminology 
chaotic, and the usage by psychologists highly individual­
istic" (p. 781). Thus, we find the concept of set to be 
well established in psychological research and theory, al­
though the name it goes by is varied.
There is probably no area in which set has been 
more frequently investigated than in the area of percep­
tion. The first recorded instance of such was at the 
Greenwich Observatory in 1796. It was noted that people 
differed in their observations of the time of stellar 
events, and thus the discovery was made that individual 
response differences could occur from the same stimuli. 
Since then, the studies conducted to determine the influ­
ence of set in perception may be numbered in the thousands 
Experimental studies showing the relationship of set to 
perception have used a variety of investigative approaches 
Levine, Chein and Murphy (1942) investigated the role of
set in perception with ambiguous pictures. They found that 
the number of food objects perceived in the pictures varied 
directly as a function of the number of hours of food de­
privation. Proshansky and Murphy (1942) and Schafer and 
Murphy (1943) found that subjects perceived stimuli which 
were rewarded more frequently than those which were pun­
ished. McGinnies (1949) found that misperception of 
emotionally disturbing* or threatening* socially undesira­
ble or tabooed topics was greater than neutral topics or 
words. Bruner and Postman (1948) and Postman* Bruner and 
McGinnies (1948) also found that in tachistoscopic presen­
tation of words the set of the subject determined the speed 
and frequency of perception of words.
Others have studied the role of set in thinking and 
problem solving (Pratt* 1936; Luchins* 1942; Adamson* 1952; 
Maier* 1933); in learning (Woodworth* 1937; Hull* 1952; 
Tolman* 1934; Dashiell* 1940; Harlow* 1949; Reese* 1964; 
McGeogh* 1942); and in social attitudes (Allport* 1935).
The whole concept of set in psychology has been com­
prehensively reviewed by Gibson (1941)* and more recently 
by McGee (1965)„ These review articles have demonstrated 
that it would be difficult indeed to think of any area of 
psychology which does not presuppose that the subject (ani­
mal or human) has some predisposing tendency which operates 
partly to determine or bias the response made to a stimulus.
Thus, McGee (1965) for example, believes that set has be­
come a universal hypothetical construct constituting a 
major portion of the "0" in the S-O-R paradigm. Further, 
Stagner (1948) has referred to a personality trait as an 
elaborate mental set. Allport (1937) in his definition 
of a trait as a determining tendency or a predisposition 
to respond in a particular direction is very close to the 
concept of set. Ach1s determining tendency can also be 
thought of as a set (Boring, 1950) and Adler's "life 
style" (1927) fits the concept of set. Pinillos (1962) 
notes that "atencional" set determines what a subject per­
ceives in figure-ground pictures.
As can be seen from the foregoing discussion, it is 
highly probable that set would also be significant in 
understanding psychopathological states. The role of set 
in psychopathological states has been studied by such in­
vestigators as McGee, (1965); Frederiksen and Messick,
(1959); Jackson and Messick, (1958); Couch and Keniston,
(1960); Crowne and Marlowe, (1960); Frederiksen and Messick,
(1958); Rosenthal, Lawlor, Zahn, and Shakow, (1960); Bass, 
(1955); Cohn, (1952); Gage, Leavitt, and Stone, (1957); 
Leavitt, Hax and Roche, (1955); Lorge, (1937); Voth, (1947); 
and Wallen, (1945). This evidence that such sets or biases 
might reflect personality traits followed the concept which 
underlaid the test developed by Berg, Hunt and Barnes (1949)
which was specifically designed to elicit response sets.
This test, the Perceptual Reaction Test (PRT), consisted 
of 60 abstract designs drawn with ruler and compass. The 
subject is required to mark one of the following options 
for each design: like much (LM), like slightly (LS), dis­
like slightly (DS), or dislike much (DM). Of course, the 
subject can make no response (NR), although this is con­
trary to the test instructions. It was felt that these 
designs were so ambiguous as to be virtually meaningless 
in any specific sense. Using the response biases which ap­
pear when the PRT is administered to different groups of 
subjects, Berg (1955, 1957) investigated personality dif­
ferences, but with only limited success when the modal or 
common expression of bias was used as a measure. However, 
when attention was shifted to those responses which departed 
from the typical bias patterns, i.e., the uncommon or atyp­
ical responses, results were more promising (Berg, 1957) . 
Thus, if most subjects liked a particular design, Berg 
studied those deviant few who disliked the design. Berg 
called these departures "deviant responses." In a review 
of the measurement of deviant behavior by means of deviant 
response sets, Berg (1959) indicated the relationship of 
set to human behavior by defining deviant behavior in terms 
of its departure from chance when behavior is compared to 
the normal probability distribution (Berg and Rapaport,
1954] Goodfellow* 1940] Robinson* 1933] Lorge* 1937] Ross 
and Kohl* 1958] Singer and Young* 1941). Berg (1959) 
makes the point that response biases are quite stable and 
doubtless occur in pyschological tests as well as other 
areas of responding. He further believes that they quite 
likely affect the validity and reliability of these tests* 
as well as contributing considerably to the problem of in­
dividual behavioral classification. Cronbach (1950) states 
that response sets interfere with accurate measurement and 
should be controlled wherever possible. Cronbach suggests 
that some response sets might be psychologically similar 
to personality traits and if so they could be capitalized 
upon. Frederiksen and Messick (1959) have also suggested 
that response sets may be considered as personality traits. 
They concluded from the results of their study that the 
patterns of correlation with personality variables suggested 
the possibility of using different response sets to measure 
various personality consistencies. The tendency to respond 
with a consistent set includes behavior such as gambling* 
the speed of response* acquiescence* evasiveness* caution- 
incaution* criticalness* and indecision (Cronbach, 1946] 
1950] Frederiksen and Messick* 1958] Bass* 1955] Cohn* 1952] 
Chapman and Campbell* 1957] Jackson* Messick and Solley* 
1957] Shelley* 1955] Guilford* 1954] Rubin-Rabson* 1954). 
Indeed* deviant response sets appear to be limited only by
the varying stimulus patterns which allow for their emer­
gence. The stimuli to which deviant response patterns 
have been emitted are widely diverse and include the Ror­
schach, Thematic Apperception Test, the Minnesota Multi- 
phasic Personality Inventory (MMPI), PRT, the autokinetic 
phenomenon, the Archimedes spiral after-effect, embedded 
figures, tilting room, the amount of body sway, food 
aversions, report writing ability, Group Personality Pro­
jective Test, the Ego Strength Q Test, Hippuric Acid Index, 
Slack's Sentence Completion Test, arm lift after­
contraction phenomenon, SN 59 questionnaire, the M-F 
Masculinity-Femininity Test (Voth, 1947, Freeman and Josey, 
1949; Berg and Collier, 1953; Lewis and Taylor, 1955; 
Witkin, Lewis, Hertzman, Machover, and Meissner, 1954; 
Cassel and Harriman, 1959; Kingsley, 1961; LaDou, Ellman, 
Callaway, Edminister, and Christensen, 1962; Cerda, 1963; 
Winick, 1964)„ It appears in fact that almost anything to 
which a response can be made can evoke a deviant response 
and it is this notion that formed the basis of Berg's
(1959) assertion that the specific item form is unimpor­
tant. Berg (1965) has reformulated his Deviation Hypothe­
sis as follows: "Deviant behavior patterns are general in
the sense that those responses which are regarded as being 
significant for identifying a particular category of
atypicality in behavior do not exist in isolation. Those 
responses which are regarded as being significant for a 
particular category of deviant behavior are associated 
with a number of other deviant responses which are not re­
garded as being significant for that particular category 
of behavior atypicality." Berg does not mean by this that 
deviant behavior in a crucial area is associated with or 
causes deviancy in all other areas of behavior or vice 
versa. For example^ a person who is hallucinating is be­
having in a deviant manner in what most people would con­
sider a crucial area but this does not mean he will tie 
his shoes differently or wear his shirt backward. But he 
may respond deviantly to the PRT (deviant behavior in a 
non-crucial area).
The value of Berg's hypothesis lies in the fact that 
it is open to direct experimental testing as contrasted 
for example with Adler's "life style^" and many studies 
have been conducted by Berg and others to test the Devia­
tion Hypothesis. The instrument primarily used to test 
the Deviation Hypothesis has been the PRT. A number of 
rather specific studies have been conducted to create and 
validate scales for the identification of various patho­
logical groups as well as other groups such as normal young 
children (Hesterly and Berg., 1958) 3 aged adults (HawkinSj
1960; Boozer, 1961), tuberculosis patients (Engen, 1959), 
and cardiac patients (Berg, 1962). Barnes (1955) was the 
first investigator to use deviant responses in developing 
scales for assessing psychosis. He used the criterion 
group method described by Edwards (1959) to develop scales 
to measure psychosis and schizophrenia. Harris (1958) at­
tempted to determine if frequency of deviant responses to 
the schizophrenic scale was related to the severity of the 
schizophrenic reaction. Harris hypothesized that the more 
severe the schizophrenic condition, the greater would be 
the frequency of deviant responses on the schizophrenic 
scale. While Harris was not successful in this attempt 
his failure may be due to the fact that it is relatively 
difficult to determine severity of the schizophrenic dis­
order. Hesterly and Berg (1958) compared the responses of 
young children to adult schizophrenics and found a simi­
larity of responding between these two groups which differ­
ed from the manner of responses of normal adults. Barnes 
(1955) developed a character disorder scale for males. 
Bradford and Adams (1963) developed a character disorder 
scale for females and also male and female depressive scales. 
Various other investigators have developed scales for and 
conducted research using the PRT (House, 1960; Roitzsch and 
Berg, 1959; Adams, 1960a, 1960b; Adams and Berg, 1961a,
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1961b, 1961c; Cieutat, 1960; Vegas, Frye, and Adams, 1963; 
Klipple, 1964; Spruill, 1963). The evidence for the Devia­
tion Hypothesis has received a complete review by Adams and 
Butler (1965).
However, it should be pointed out that most of the 
investigators developing scales for the PRT have used Chi 
square analyses to identify the items which significantly 
differentiated deviant groups. The Chi square test lends 
itself satisfactorily to analyses of this kind. However, 
they often used a transformation of the data from frequen­
cies to percentages. This is considered inappropriate 
statistically, as pointed out in Snedecor (1956) and Steele 
and Torrie (1960). The effect of using percentages instead 
of frequencies in a Chi square test is to inflate the Chi 
square value if the N in the group is small (less than 100) 
and to under-inflate the value if the N is large (greater 
than 100). In other words, with a group of 30 subjects a 
larger number of significant Chi square values will be ob­
tained than will occur with more appropriate statistical 
treatment. When the number of subjects is close to 100 the 
effect is less pronounced, but nevertheless real. As Li 
(1964) has said, transformations in general do a poor job 
when needed (i.e., when the N is small) but a good job when 
not needed (i.e., when the N is large). Any research done
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with groups of small numbers should, therefore, be inter­
preted cautiously in light of the statements made above.
The present investigator has recalculated the PRT 
scales using frequencies instead of percentages and the 
results are given in tables in the appendix. It should be 
noted that the scales previously developed using percent­
ages underwent little change by the recalculation if the 
deviant group N was close to 100.
There have been other approaches which have tested 
the Deviation Hypothesis. A rigorous test was conducted 
by Grigg and Thorpe (1960) who did not utilize the criterion 
group method. Grigg and Thorpe used a modified Gough adjec­
tive check list and prepared a list of the most commonly and 
uncommonly selected adjectives. This list was given to the 
entering freshmen at the University of Texas. Deviant re­
sponses were measured by counting the number of times a com­
monly selected adjective was not checked and the number of 
times an uncommonly selected adjective was checked. Then, 
at the end of the year, they compared the deviant response 
scores for those students who had reported to the student 
health center or to the University counseling bureau for 
psychiatric help, for personal adjustment, or for vocational 
counseling with the scores for 150 randomly selected non­
client controls. They correctly predicted that the control
12
group and the vocational counseling group would have sig­
nificantly fewer deviant responses than the psychiatric 
treatment and personal adjustment counseling groups.
Thus it would seem that the deviant responses can 
be utilized for the measurement of personality traits. 
However, a key problem in studying deviant behavior in any 
form is identification of the deviant groups. Unless the 
identification of the behavior category under study is 
well defined no amount of statistical manipulation and 
theorizing will produce meaningful results. Descriptive 
labels are often attached to many patterns of behavior 
which supposedly indicate membership in a deviant group, 
but these labels like genius, idiot, supervisor, criminal, 
schizophrenic, etc., are often misleading and very diffi­
cult to define behaviorally. Some of the above terms can 
be operationally defined, for example, an IQ above 140 may 
be used to indicate crenius, while an IQ below 25 is the 
label for idiocy, even though these terms may not be used 
properly in everyday speech. As Berg (1965) has pointed 
out, terms like criminal and supervisor are quite ambiguous 
and broad in their usage. These labels are far too broad 
to be meaningful in specific behavioral terms, even though 
they may define a group of people. For example, the re­
quirements for a supervisor in a factory might be quite
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different from those required for a supervisor on a farm 
or in an office. Thus, while the supervisors in each case 
might have characteristics in common, hoth in terms of ex­
ternal criteria and in terms of deviant responses, they 
would not necessarily have characteristics in common 
across all categories because the classification supervisor 
is too broad. The same would be true for the label criminal; 
there are all types of criminals: forgers, safe-crackers,
pickpockets, murderers, etc. By legal definition, criminals 
of all types are deviant in that their atypical behavior has 
resulted in incarceration, but there is no general charac­
teristic of their behavior which has a common factor cutting 
across all types of criminal behavior. The only thing crimi­
nals have in common is that they did something proscribed by 
law. However, just doing something forbidden by law does 
not represent a valid pattern of deviant responses because, 
knowingly or unknowingly, everyone has broken some law and 
therefore is a criminal in a literal sense. It might be 
better said that no one has arrived at a common factor or 
personality trait that distinguishes criminals as a behav­
ioral group from adults in general. There have been a num­
ber of studies which have attempted to identify criminals 
or recidivism (Panton, 1962; Kingsley, 1961; Rosen and Mink, 
1961; Panton, 1958; Clark, 1948; Freeman and Mason, 1952).
Most of these studies have used the MMPI and the results 
have been inconsistent. While Panton (1958) did find a 
distinct prison population profile on the MMPI there were 
no marked differences between the profiles of six major 
crime classification groups. Panton (1962) in a later 
study developed a scale of 77 items on the MMPI which iden­
tifies habitual criminals. However, he urges caution in 
using the scale until further research has been completed. 
Kingsley (1961) was able to significantly differentiate be­
tween psychopathic and non-psychopathic offenders as well 
as differentiating them from normal adult controls by using 
Slack's Sentence Completion Test. Pothast (1957) was able 
to differentiate between two groups of murderers which he 
called "passion" murderers and "profit" murderers using the 
Rorschach and MMPI. He found both groups to be emotionally 
immature. Emotional immaturity was principally determined 
by the number of Rorschach pure color responses and the sum 
C score. Guttmacher (1960) in quoting Paul Schilder says 
that murderers show particular infantile trends in their re­
action to life and death. Noel Mailloux and Lavelle (1961) 
have concluded from their study that delinquent or antisocial 
types are impulsive and look for immediate satisfaction of 
their needs with a total disregard of the person or property 
of another. Few people would argue with the statement that
the offense of the" criminal does not occur as a result of 
ignorance of the law. There is a lack of facing reality, 
such as wishful thinking, poor logic, behavior which is 
clearly not to their advantage, impulsive behavior, etc., 
or in sum, behavior that is characteristic of immaturity.
If such is the case, then it could be expected that they 
would share certain responses with children. If immaturity 
is measured in terms of chronological age, i.e., the six 
year old child is more immature than the seven or eight 
year old, etc., then the hypothesis that criminals are 
immature in their behavior in non-critical areas (response 
to test items) as well as critical areas (robbing banks) 
may be tested, and would constitute a test of the Deviation 
Hypothesis. Immaturity, for the purposes of this study is 
therefore defined as responding to the PRT like persons of 
a younger chronological age.
The person who has been arrested a number of times 
has profited very little from his experience. If criminals 
are immature, there should be degrees of immaturity corre­
sponding to the number of offenses. In other words, a 
person who has been arrested once would possibly respond 
to the PRT like an eleven-or twelve-year old child, where­
as a person who has been arrested twenty times might re­
spond to the PRT similar to a seven-or eight-year old. Just
as a child repeats the same offense many times because he 
is unable to control the impulse for immediate action or 
gratification, so does the criminal and his imprisonment 
has not conditioned him not to repeat his law-breaking.
In fact, Ancona (1962) says that incarceration reinforces 
rather than weakens the incidence of criminal behavior. 
Wolfgang (1958) in a study of 621 murderers found that 64 
percent of them had prior arrest records. Thus the re­
sponse style of the criminal appears to be one of circular 
repetition and may, accordingly, be akin to the behavior 
of a young child. The small child's impulses are held in 
check by external threats rather than self-control. However, 
as the child matures (grows older) he learns to control his 
impulses* his learning becomes permanent. Unlike the child, 
learning which takes place in the criminal appears imperma­
nent and subject to impulsive need gratification which may 
be said to be characteristic of immaturity and also charac­
teristic of the recidivistic offender. The impermanent 
learning referred to here, of course, is the learning that 
"crime does not pay."
Similarly, some pathological groups (schizophrenics, 
neurotics) have been shown to respond like children on the 
PRT (Hesterly and Berg, 1958; Roitzsch and Berg, 1959). 
Descriptions of schizophrenic behavior and, to a lesser
17
extent neurotic behavior, typically make reference to im­
maturity as a common feature of the pathological disorder 
(Coleman, 1956). The studies quoted above support this 
notion. Whether or not a general psychiatric population 
will differ from prisoners in terms of responses on the 
PRT age scales is not known. Various studies (Guttmacher, 
1960; LaDou, et al., 1962; Cassel and Harriman, 1959) at­
tempting to differentiate between prisoners and psychiat­
ric patients, both criminal and non-criminal, have produced 
conflicting results. It may be that the schizophrenic 
group studied by Hesterly and Berg (1958) responded like 
children because of a tendency toward stereotyped, rigid, 
compulsive responding rather than the impulsive gratifica­
tion of a need which appears to be characteristic of the 
criminal population and the young child.
The purpose of the present study is to examine the 
deviant responses of criminals relative to the responses 
of children.. It is hypothesized generally that criminals 
exhibit immature behavior in crucial areas (i.e. their 
criminal activity) and that they will also exhibit immature 
responses in a non-crucial area (i.e. their responses to 
the PRT will resemble those of children). An additional 
purpose of this study is to distinguish criminals from a 
general neuropsychiatric population and a neuropsychiatric
18
criminal population on the basis of their responses to the 
PRT. Specific hypotheses are:
1. All three deviant groups (criminals, neuropsychiat­
ric patients, and neuropsychiatric criminals) will 
have a response pattern on the PRT similar to those 
of children.
2. Of the three deviant groups, the responses of the 
criminal group will have the closest relationship 
to children's responses.
3. The more frequently the criminals and neuropsychiat­
ric criminals have been in difficulty with the law> 
as measured by the number of arrests, the greater 




A total of 2, 238 subjects was used in tbe present
study. There were 1,200 public school children, from East
Baton Rouge parish, divided into the following groups for
the construction of the PRT age scales:
5-0 through 6-11 years (300 males, 300 females)
7-0 through 8-11 years (100 males, 100 females)
9-0 through 10-11 years (100 males, 100 females)
11-0 through 12-11 years (100 males, 100 females).
Eight hundred-fifty normal adults (500 males, 350 females)
from Barnes' (1955) sample constituted the normal adult
sample.
Fifty neuropsychiatric male patients (NP), 50 neuro­
psychiatric male criminals (NPC), 50 male criminals (C) and 
38 female criminals (Female C) served as subjects for test­
ing the hypotheses of this study. These latter subjects 
were obtained from East Louisiana State Hospital and the 
Louisiana State and Parish prison systems. Age data for 
each group of subjects is given in Table 1.
Procedure
The PRT was administered to the subjects in groups 
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with adults; however, these instructions were modified 
somewhat for children, as was done in a previous study 
(Hesterly and Berg, 1958), in order to insure their under­
standing of the nature of the task required of them. The 
responses of each subject were transferred to IBM cards 
for tabulation and scoring. For each option, the frequency 
of the criterion (normal adult) group was compared with the 
frequency of the experimental (normal children) groups and 
tested for statistical significance by the use of a Chi- 
Square test. Separate age scales for males and females 
were then constructed by the cross-validation technique 
proposed by Katzell (1951). In this technique, the samples 
are randomly divided into two groups (Group A and Group B) 
and independent statistical analyses are performed for each 
group. The result is two separate scales (Scale A and Scale
B). Scale A is then cross-validated on Scale B and similarly, 
Scale B is cross-validated on Scale A. Only those options 
which differentiated the groups at the .05 level of confi­
dence on both the A and B scales were included in the final 
scale (combined scale). In developing scales by this tech­
nique it is recognized that all of the Chi-Square compari­
sons for each option are not orthogonal. Therefore in 
computing the Chi-Square analyses the probability level has 
been distorted so that Scales A and B are not really dis­
criminating at the .05 level. However, by combining the
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common items of both scales into one scale (Combined Scale), 
the probability level is well beyond the .05 level, fre­
quently even beyond the .01 level. In this instance, the 
lack of independence of the Chi-Square analyses for each 
item is not handicapping. In the final or combined scale, 
each option preferred by the normal adults was assigned a 
weight of minus one; each option preferred by normal chil­
dren was assigned a weight of plus one. Then, each sub­
ject's PRT age scale score was computed by algebraic 
summation of the weights for the options he chose.
After the age scales were constructed, the PRT re­
sponses of the deviant groups were scored on the four age 
scales to test the hypotheses of this study. A Lindquist 
Type I Analysis of Variance (Lindquist, 1953) was computed 
to determine whether the male deviant groups differed in 
their scores on the age scales. Orthogonal comparisons 
were made between the average of the NP and NPC versus the 
C group and between the NP and NPC groups for males only. 
Because of the lack of female neuropsychiatric criminals, 
no comparisons could be made for the female deviant group. 
However, means and standard deviations of the four age scale 
scores for female prisoners were computed. The mean response 
of each age group for their age scale was compared to the 
deviant groups average score for each age scale by t-test
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analyses to test the hypothesis that deviant groups re­
sponded like children to the PRT.
Finally, partial correlation coefficients were com­
puted between each age scale score and the number of past 
offenses of the subjects in the NPC and C groups. Partial 
correlations were used to eliminate the effect of chrono­
logical age on the correlation coefficient between age 
scale score and the number of offenses. This was done in 
order to account for the spurious differences which re­
sulted from the fact that a young person has not had the 
same opportunity as an older person to have a long criminal 
record. This analysis was used to test the hypothesis that 
the more frequently the criminals and neuropsychiatric crimi­
nals have been in difficulty with the law, as measured by 
the number of arrests, the greater will be their immaturity 
as measured by means of the PRT age scales. Table 2 shows 
the mean number of offenses for each group. The types of 
offenses ranged from simple burglary, assault, armed rob­




Means, Standard Deviations and Ranges for the 
Number of Offenses of Ss
Mean No. of
Groups N Offenses S.D. Range
Male Criminals 50 6.9 8.33 1 - 4 7
Female Criminals 38 7.6 7.61 1 - 2 4
Male Neuropsychiatric
Criminals 50 3.4 4.92 1 - 3 6
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The results of the present investigation indicate 
that the response patterns of normal young children vary 
with age in such a way as to reflect maturity level de­
fined in terms of chronological age. This variation in 
response patterns of normal young children made possible 
the development of age scales for the PRT based on group 
tendencies.
Table 3 shows the 5-6 year female age scale de­
veloped by the Katzell (1951) technique. Of 300 possible 
responses, 148 were found to differentiate normal 5-6 year 
old females from normal adult females at the .05 level of 
confidence. Fifty-six of these were given a weight of 
plus one, since they were significantly preferred by chil­
dren, and 92 were given a weight of minus one, since they 
were significantly preferred by adults. Forty-eight other 
options, which differentiated at the .05 level of confi­
dence on only one random-half scale, were eliminated by 
the cross-validation procedure.
Similarly, as shown in Table 4, the 5-6 year male PRT 
age scale is composed of 185 items, 66 of which were as­
signed a weight of plus one and 119 a weight of minus one. 
Twenty-one other options were eliminated by the
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TABLE 3
The 5-6 Year Female PRT Age Scale
Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus
NR LM LS DS DM NR LM LS DS DM
1. + — - 31. + -2. + - 32. + -
3. - + 33. + — -
4. + - - 34. + — —
5. - 35. + — -
6. + - 36. — -
7. + - - 37. .+ _ —
8. + - - 38. + — -
9. - + 39. + — — —
10. + — 40. +
11. + - 41. - —
12. + — 42. + — —
13. + 43. + —
14. + 44. + —
15. + - — 45. — — —
16. - + 46. + —
17. + — - 47. + — — —
18. 4- - — 48. + — —
19. + — — 49. + — —20. + — + 50. - +
21. + — — 51. + — —
22. + - — 52. + —
23. - 53. + — —
24. — + 54. + _ —
25. + — 55. + — —
26. + - + 56. + — —
27. + - - 57.
28. + - - 58. + - —29. + - - 5.9..- + - —




The 5-6 Year Male PRT Age Scale
Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus 
NR LM LS DS DM
1. + — -
2. + -
3. + — — +
4. + — -
5. + — -
6. + — -
7. + - —
8. + - -
9. + — +
10. + — -
11. + - —
12. + — -
13. + —
14. + —
15. + - —
16. + — - +
17. + — . —
18. + — —
19. + — —
20. + - -
21. + — — —
22. + — —
23. + —
24. + — —
25. + —
26. + — +
27. + — —
28. + ' — +
29. + - -
30. + _ _
Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus 





33. + - - -
34. + — -
35. + — -
36. + — -
37. + - -
38. + - —
39. + - —
40. + - —
41. + - -
42. + - -
43. + — -
44. + — - —
45. + - - —
46. + -
47. + - -
48. + - —
49. + _ -
50. + - -





54. + - -
55. + — -
56. + - -
57. + - -
58. + - - +
59. + - -
60. + — _
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cross-validation procedure.
The 7-8 year female PRT age scale (Table 5) contains 
91 items, 43 of which were assigned a weight of plus one 
and 48 a weight of minus one. Sixty items of the possible 
300 were eliminated by the cross-validation procedure.
Table 6 shows the 7-8 year male PRT age scale which 
is based upon 123 items. Of these, 48 were given a weight 
of plus one since they were significantly preferred by chil­
dren and 75 were assigned a weight of minus one because they 
were significantly preferred by adult males. Fifty-two op­
tions which differentiated on only one random-half scale 
were eliminated by the cross-validation procedure.
Tables 7 and 8 show the PRT age scales for the 9-10 
year females and males, respectively. The 9-10 year female 
age scale consists of 71 items* 37 plus and 24 minus, while 
the 9-10 year male age scale has 84 itemsj 38 plus, 46 minus. 
Seventy-three items were eliminated in the 9-10 year female 
scale and 59 in the 9-10 year male scale in the cross- 
validation process.
Shown in Tables 9 and 10 are the 11-12 year female 
and male age scales. Table 9, the female age scale, has 46 
items. Of these, 27 are scored plus and 19 scored minus. 
Fifty-five items were eliminated in the cross-validation of 
this scale. Table 10, the male age scale, has 18 options
TABLE 5
The 7-8 Year Female PRT Age Scale
Item No. Options Keyed Plus or- Minus 
NR LM LS DS DM
Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus 
NR LM LS DS DM
1. + - - 31. —
2. + - 32. + - -
3. 33. + -
4. — — 34. +
5. 35. + —
6. + - 36. + - -
7. + 37.
8. + - 38. + -
9. 39. + —
10. + 40. + - -
11. -f - 41. + -
12. + - 42. + -
13. — 43. + -
14. 44. + -
15. + — — 45. + -
16. - 46. + -
17. + — 47.
18. + - 48. + -
19. + 49. + - -
20. + — 50.
21. + - — 51. + -
22. + 52. +
23. 53. +
24. 54.
25. + — 55. -
26. + 56. —
27. + - 57.
28. + - 58. + -
29. 59. + - —
30. - 60. +
TABLE 6
The 7-8 Year Male PRT Age Scale
Item No. Options •Keyed Plus or Minus Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus
NR LM LS DS DM NR LM LS DS DM
1. + - 31. + —
2. + - 32. +
3. + - — 33. + —
4. + - - 34. +
5. + - 35. + —
6. + - 36. + —
7. + - - 37. + -
8. + - 38. + -
9. + - 39. + — —
10. + — 40. -
11. + - 41. + -
12. + - 42. -
13. - 43. -
14. + - 44. + - -
15. - - 45. + - -
16. + - 46. -
17. + - 47. - -
18. + — 48. + - -
19. + — 49. + - -
20. + - 50. + -
21. + — 51. + - -
22. + — 52. -
23. + 53. + - -
24. + - 54. + -
25. + — — 55. -
26. - 56. - - -
27. + - 57. + -
28. — 58. + -
29. + — 59. + - *30. + - - 60. + — —  (
TABLE 7
The 9-10 Year Female PRT Age Scale
Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus




4. + - 34. +




9. 39. + -
10. 40. -
11. + 41. + + -
12. + - 42. + -
13. + - 43. +
14. + 44. +
15. + + — 45. + -
16. 46. +
17. + - 47. -
18. + 48. + -
19. + 49. +
20. 50.
21. 51. +
22. + — 52.
23. + 53. + -
24. 54.
25. + 55.
26. + - 56. —
27. + — 57.
28. + — — 58. +
29. 59.
30. - 60. + —
TABLE 8
The 9-10 Year Male PRT Age Scale
Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus
NR LM LS DS DM NR LM LS DS DM
1. + 31. + —
2. + - 32. +
3. + - 33. +
4. -f - 34. + —
5. 35. + —
6. + 36. +
7. + - - 37. +
8. + 38. +
9. 39. + —
10. 40. — —
11. + - 41. — -
12. - 42. — —
13. - 43. -
14. + 44. + - -
15. + — — 45. —
16. 46. -
17. — 47. —
18. — 48. + -
19. + 49. + -
20. + 50. + -
21. + — 51. + -
22. - 52.
23. + — 53. -
24. 54.
25. + - 55. -
26. + — 56. -
27. + — - 57. + -
28. — 58. ! +
29. + 59. + i30. + - 60. +
TABLE 9
The 11-12 Year Female PRT Age Scale
Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus
NR LM LS DS DM NR LM LS DS DM
1. 31.
2. 32.
3. 33. + —
4. + - 34. +
5. - 35.
6. 36. +




11. + 41. + -
12. + - 42. + —  -
13. - 43. +
14. + 44. + -
15. - 45. +
16. 46. +
17. - 47. •+
18. + 48. -
19. + 49. +
20. 50.






27. + -  _ 57.
28. + 58.
29. 59. +
30. - 60. + —
TABLE 10
The 11-12 Year Male PRT Age Scale
Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus Item No. Options Keyed Plus or Minus
NR LM LS DS DM NR LM LS DS DM
1. 31.
2. 32.
3. + 33. + —
4. + 34. +
5. 35.
6. + 36.
7. + - 37.
8. 38.
9. 39. + —
10. 40.
11. 41. -
12. - 42. - —
13. - 43.
14. — 44. -
15. - - 45.
16. + 46.
17. - 47. -
18. - 48. + -
19. 49.
2.0. + 50. -
21. 51. + -
22. 52. -




27. + - 57. -
28. 58.
29. 59. + ' ■.'
30. - 60. +
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scored plus and 27 scored minus, making a total of 45 op­
tions for this scale. Fifty-six items were eliminated in 
the cross-validation process.
It should be noted that, with increased age, there 
was a progressive decrease in the number of items which 
significantly differentiated children from adults in each 
scale. This suggests that the scales may be correlated with 
a number of critical behavioral changes which occur during 
the process of growing to adulthood, e.g., those response 
modifications which are related to physical and intellectual 
maturation. Therefore it seems reasonable that these scales 
could be used with adults to indicate immaturity in the 
sense that responses which were characteristic of children 
would be considered indicative of immaturity when found in 
adults.
A summary of the means, standard deviations and 
standard errors of the means for the various age groups on 
each age scale is presented in Table 11. It should be noted 
that although the variability within the various age groups 
is rather large, the standard errors of the mean are small. 
Inspection of Table 11 will show that some of the age groups 
appear to have a higher score on other age scales than on the 
age scale of their group. However, it should be remembered 
that the scales not only have varying numbers of items, but
36
TABLE 11
Summary of Means, Standard Deviations and Standard 












5-6 Yr. Female 18.76 18.44 2 .61 19.56 13.18 1.86
5-6 Yr. Male 20.28 27.22 3.85 18.20 20.29 2.87
7-8 Yr. Female 8.19 18.92 1.89 14.46 14.13 1.41
7-8 Yr. Male 14.33 27.81 2.78 15.96 19.65 1.96
9-10 Yr. Female -1.55 18.43 1.84 6.89 13.69 1.37
9-10 Yr. Male 0.33 22.28 2.23 4.30 16.67 1.67
11-12 Yr. Female -4.46 15.96 1.60 4.37 12.22 1.22
11-12 Yr. Male -9.06 18.23 1.82 -2.48 13.57 1.36
9-10 Year 11-12 Year
Age
Groups Mean S.D. S.E. Mean S.D. S.E.
5-6 Yr. Female 16.64 8.59 1.21 13.60 7.21 1.02
5-6 Yr. Male 17.50 14.06 1.99 7.36 6.74 0.95
7-8 Yr. Female 14.79 9.43 0.94 11.75 7.98 0.80
7-8 Yr. Male 15.50 14.42 1.44 6.54 7.05 0.71
9-10 Yr. Female 13.43 7.94 0.79 10.27 6.95 0.69
9-10 Yr. Male 10.13 11.88 1.19 3.83 6.44 0.64
11-12 Yr. Female 10.90 7.54 0.75 9.62 6.19 0.62
11-12 Yr. Male 4.37 10.46 1.05 2.65 5.56 0.56
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different numbers of plus and minus items which would ac­
count for these variations. That is, the number of items 
for lower ages is greater, while there are fewer items 
which compose the scales for the older age groups. Table 
12 shows the number of plus and minus items for each scale, 
as well as the possible range of scores for each age scale. 
At first glance, it would seem that the possible range of 
scores on the 5-6 year female scale, for example, should 
be -92 to +56. However, the PRT consists of 60 designs 
and only one option may be marked for each design. This 
narrows the possible range of scores to +60. In addition, 
with reference to Table 3, it can be seen that some items 
have more than one option marked plus and some are not 
marked plus at all. Counting the items scored plus in 
Table 3, one finds 54. Similarly, counting the items marked 
minus in any option, one finds 55. It should be emphasized 
that items, not options are counted. Therefore, the possi­
ble range of scores for the 5-6 year female age scale is 
from -55 to +54. Thus one can see how it would be possible 
for the 5-6 year females to have an average score of 18.76 
on the 5-6 year female age scale and an average score of 
19.56 on the 7-8 year female scale. This is due to the 
fact that there is a greater range of possible scores on the 
5-6 year female age scale than there is on the 7-8 year fe­
male age scale. Because the 5-6 year females could obtain a
TABLE 12
Number of Plus and Minus Items and Possible Range of Scores

























Plus Items 66 56 48 43 38 37 18 27
Minus Items 119 92 75 48 46 24 27 19
Total Number 
of Items




-60to+60 -55to+54 -57to+48 -39to+43 -39to+38 -22to+35 -24to+18 -18to+27
LdCD
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lower minus score on the 5-6 year female age scale than 
they could obtain on the 7-8 year female age, (-55 as op­
posed to —39), the mean score for the 5-6 year females on 
the 5-6 year age scale could be, and was, lower than their 
mean score on the 7-8 year female age scale. Similar inter­
pretations would apply to the other apparent disparities in 
Table 11.
The results of the analysis of variance of the age 
scale scores for the three male deviant groups (NPC* NP and
C) are shown in Table 13. The three groups differed sig­
nificantly in their responses to the PRT as measured by their 
average response to all four scales. Orthogonal comparisons _ 
showed that when the average scores of the NPC and NP groups 
were compared with the average C group scores, the plus values 
were significantly more represented in the NPC and NP groups, 
while the minus values were significantly more represented 
in the C group. There was no difference between the NPC and 
NP groups when the four scale scores were averaged together. 
These results indicate that it is feasible to assume that the 
NPC group and the NP group are more alike than the C and NPC 
groups. In other words, the neuropsychiatric criminals have 
more in common with the neuropsychiatric patients than with 
the criminals, in terms of their responses to the PRT. It 
would also appear that the similar response tendencies of 
the NP and NPC groups had its base in the related pathology
40
TABLE 13
Analysis of Variance Summary Table of the Age Scale Scores 
for the NPC, NP and C Groups (Males Only)
Source of 
Variation df SS MS F
Between-Subjects 149 184992.00
Groups 2 13283.00 6641.50 5.69**
Error 147 171709.00 1168.09
Within-Subjects 450 54654.00
Scales 3 12457.00 4152.33 46.89**
Groups X Scales 6 3146.00 524.33 5.52**
Error 441 39051.00 88.55
Total 599 239646.00
Significant at .01 level.
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of the groups with the criminal behavior in this instance 
simply representing symptomatology of the underlying psy­
chosis- It is equally evident that all criminal behavior 
is not symptomatic of presently classifiable psychosis be­
cause of the lack of relationship shown in the response 
tendencies of -the criminals when compared to the other 
groups (NP and NPC).
There was a significant difference among the four 
age scales when the scores were averaged across groups. 
However, this was expected since if there had not been a 
significant difference, this would have implied that the 
four scales were the same. Orthogonal comparisons between 
the averages of scales 5-6 and 7-8 versus the averages of 
scales 9-10 and 11-12 showed that scales 5-6 and 7-8 had 
significantly higher minus scores than did scales 9-10 and 
11-12 when averaged across all groups. Similarly, orthog­
onal comparisons showed that there was a significant dif­
ference between the average score for all three groups on 
scales 5-6 versus 7-8. The 5-6 year scale had significantly 
more minus scores than did the 7-8 year scale. Also orthog­
onal comparisons between scales 9-10 versus 11-12, showed 
that the 9-10 year scale had significantly fewer minus re­
sponses than did the 11-12 year scale when the scores were 
averaged for all three groups.
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The interaction between groups and scales was sig­
nificant at the .01 level. Orthogonal comparisons were 
made to determine where the differences were. A comparison 
of the three groups scores on the 5-6 year scale as opposed 
to their scores on the 7-8 year scales showed that the dif­
ferences in average scores to the two scales was approxi­
mately the same for all three groups. In other words, 
there was not a—significant interaction between the groups 
and the 5-6, 7-8 year scales. There was a significant 
interaction when the three groups/' scores were compared on 
scales 9-10 and 11-12.'-. Both the NPC and NP groups had a 
higher plus score on the 9-10 year scale than on the 11-12 
year scale. The C group had almost the same mean score for 
both the 9-10 and 11-12 year scales.
Figure 1 shows a graph of the mean scores of the 
deviant groups on each age scale. As can be seen, all four 
groups revealed approximately the same trend in their scores 
on the four age scales.
The hypothesis that all three deviant groups (crimi­
nals, neuropsychiatric criminals and neuropsychiatric 
patients) would have a response pattern on the PRT similar 
to that of children was, accordingly, only partially sup­
ported. Only the NP males responded like children on the 
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Age Scales
Figure 1: Mean Responses of Deviant Groups to the
PRT Age Scales
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Shown in Table 14 are the differences between the 
mean scores of the deviant groups and the age groups on 
each age scale. Only two of these differences were not 
statistically significant. The male NP group did not dif­
fer significantly from the mean score of children on the 
9-10 and 11-12 year age scales of the PRT. Among the 
deviant groups, the hypothesis that the responses of the 
criminals would have the closest relationship to children's 
responses was not supported. Table 15 gives the mean score 
on the four age scales for the deviant groups. As can be 
seen from this table the scores of all deviant groups con­
sistently increased from the 5-6 year scale to the 9-10 
year scale and then slightly decreased on the 11-12 year 
scale. This was also demonstrated in Figure 1.
From these results it appears that criminals (C) 
and neuropsychiatric criminals (NPC) do not respond like 
children to the PRT, and thus cannot be considered immature, 
where immaturity is based on a response set tendency charac­
teristic of descending chronological age groups. While both 
criminal groups failed to respond like children, neither did 
they consistently respond like adults. It is possible that 
criminals, as a group, have a unique set of responses to the 
PRT.
The third hypothesis, that the more frequently the 
criminals and neuropsychiatric criminals have been in
TABLE 14
Differences Between Mean Score on PRT Age Scales 
For the Deviant and Age Groups
Age Groups
Deviant
Groups 5—6 7-8 9-10 1 1 - 1 2
NPC 28.88* 16.76* 4.53* 1.75*
NP 18.58* 10.06* .63 -.35
C (Male) 36.48* 24.76* 10.93* 2.95*
C (Female) 35.16* 19.36* 11.03* 8.52*





Mean Score on Age Scales for Deviant Groups
AGE SCALES
Groups 5-6 Yr. 7-8 Yr. 9-10 Yr. 11-12 Yr.
Male NPC -8 ; 6  -0.8 5.6 0.9
Male NP 1.7 5.9 9.5 3.0
Male C -16.2 -8 . 8  -0.8 -0.3
Female C -16.4 -4.9 2.4 1.1
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difficulty with the law, as measured by the number of ar­
rests, the greater will be their immaturity as measured by 
the PRT age scales, was not supported. Table 16 shows the 
partial correlation coefficients computed between the age 
scale scores and the numbers of offenses of the C and NPC 
groups with age held constant. None of these correlations 
was significant at the .05 level. Thus, it appears that 
the number of offenses bears no relationship to the scores 
on the PRT age scales, at least insofar as the present study 
is concerned. It would seem that the chronological age base 
of the definition of immaturity does not provide sufficient 
scope to include such criminal behavior as the impulsive 
repeating of anti-social and illogical actions. This may 
partially account for the lack of relationship between re­
peated offenses and the scores on the PRT age scales.
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TABLE 16
Partial Correlation Coefficients Between Age Scale Score 
and Number of Offenses with Age Held Constant
AGE SCALES
Groups 5-6 Yr. 7-8 Yr. 9-10 Yr. 11-12 Yr.
Male NPC -.15 i « H I • H O I t o 0^
Male C • o 00 COo .13 .14
Female C -.24 -.26 -.05 i • H 10
SUMMARY
The present study was undertaken to test three hy­
potheses: (1 ) criminals, neuropsychiatric criminals, and
neuropsychiatric patients will have a response pattern on 
the PRT similar to that of children; (2) of the three 
groups, the responses of the criminal group will bear the 
closest relationship to children's responses; and (3) the 
more frequently the criminals and neuropsychiatric crimi­
nals have been in difficulty with the law, as measured by 
the number of arrests, the greater will be their degree of 
immaturity as measured on the Perceptual Reaction Test 
(PRT) age scales. Immaturity for the purposes of this 
study was defined as having a response set tendency charac­
teristic of descending chronological age groups. In other 
words, responses that were characteristic of children would 
be considered indicative of immaturity when found in adults. 
These hypotheses were based on Berg's Deviation Hypothesis.
Separate male and female age scales were developed 
for four age groups: 5-6 year; 7-8 year; 9-10 year; and
1 1 - 1 2  year, by comparing their response frequencies to the 
PRT options with those of normal adults by means of a cross- 
validation technique described by Katzell. Then the deviant 
groups were scored on these age scales and an Analysis of
49
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Variance, t-tests, and partial correlations were used to 
test the hypotheses of this study.
The resulting statistical values indicated that, 
while there was a difference in the manner of responding to 
the PRT among the various groups, the criminals and neuro­
psychiatric criminals did not respond like children as had 
been hypothesized— i.e. did not manifest immaturity as de­
fined in the study. However, the neuropsychiatric patients 
did respond like children on the 9-10 and 11-12 year scales. 
Partial correlation coefficients indicated that there was no 
significant relationship between the age scale scores and 
the number of offenses committed by the criminals and neuro­
psychiatric criminals. It was also noted that while the 
deviant groups did not respond like children neither did 
they respond consistently like adults. It was proposed 
that the criminals most likely have, a unique response pat­
tern to the PRT just as children have a unique response 
pattern.
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Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 300 5-6 Year Old Males
NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS
2 236 41 8 13 30 9 190 47 19
8 138 75 33 46 31 1 0 148 57 43
9 138 65 41 47 32 1 1 172 40 27
8 181 38 26 44 33 7 2 1 2 33 24
3 171 48 16 62 34 9 171 57 24
7 166 63 24 40 35 9 158 44 41
9 165 49 47 30 36 1 1 167 41 31
9 149 36 33 73 37 5 197 37 2 2
4 169 45 2 0 62 38 9 157 6 8 27
9 151 60 43 37 39 1 0 195 29 25
7 2 1 0 36 25 2 2 40 14 164 42 28
1 2 1 2 0 40 18 1 0 0 41 7 208 27 29
4 180 36 26 54 42 1 1 140 60 31
8 168 49 36 39 43 9 146 69 35
1 0 175 45 29 41 44 13 183 32 24
14 137 45 31 73 45 8 2 2 2 31 14
4 2 0 2 34 2 2 38 46 1 2 145 56 2 2
8 158 59 31 44 47 1 2 150 52 50
9 160 45 41 45 48 14 177 43 26
13 140 53 26 64 49 7 214 40 15
5 208 39 14 33 50 9 165 55 29
6 187 59 2 1 27 51 8 171 39 47
7 205 31 28 29 52 13 153 41 42
8 151 50 41 50 53 6 228 31 17
6 197 39 36 2 2 54 8 164 54 30
23 185 41 18 33 55 1 0 163 43 36
8 177 46 32 37 56 16 162 52 23
1 0 208 27 28 27 57 14 228 26 1 2
6 209 48 13 24 58 16 159 67 23
59 15 182 46 33
60 15 175 35 24
61
TABLE 2
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 300 5-6 Year Old Females
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 2 2 2 0 39 14 25 31 1 0 132 55 45 58
2 5 142 75 27 51 32 9 157 55 27 50
3 7 124 74 32 63 33 5 219 42 16 18
4 5 175 35 34 51 34 5 161 57 33 44
5 3 169 44 25 59 35 6 153 51 37 53
6 6 146 69 36 40 36 6 170 51 25 48
7 6 156 60 37 41 37 9 162 39 29 61
8 4 146 54 33 63 38 1 1 1 2 0 74 32 63
9 1 150 51 29 69 39 9 197 36 26 32
1 0 8 116 82 39 55 40 9 161 44 25 61
1 1 2 216 29 34 19 41 1 0 166 36 28 60
1 2 2 92 38 25 143 42 14 123 55 38 70
13 4 148 47 31 70 43 1 0 115 90 27 58
14 4 154 61 31 49 44 1 2 172 44 23 49
15 4 172 40 36 44 45 9 2 0 1 36 26 28
16 6 107 61 38 87 46 1 1 107 61 29 92
17 3 161 57 26 53 47 1 2 142 59 44 4318 2 142 61 43 52 48 1 1 179 36 25 49
19 4 138 55 41 62 49 8 198 52 19 23
2 0 5 146 40 38 71 50 1 0 124 6 8 36 62
2 1 3 167 46 23 61 51 9 160 54 37 40
2 2 3 173 60 2 2 42 52 1 0 135 50 27 58
23 3 185 43 30 39 53 9 199 47 17 36
24 4 123 50 42 81 54 1 1 131 46 35 77
25 6 188 44 41 2 1 55 13 117 63 45 62
26 14 156 57 29 44 56 14 138 48 39 61
27 7 178 50 24 41 57 13 238 26 5 18
28 7 224 23 15 31 58 15 145 65 29 46
29 8 194 51 17 29 59 14 234 54 35 40
































Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 100 7-8 Year Old Males
IR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS
0 70 19 7 4 31 0 48 2 0 19
0 48 28 14 1 0 32 0 45 23 19
0 47 26 9 18 33 0 57 29 7
0 69 13 1 2 6 34 0 51 26 17
0 46 26 1 1 17 35 0 50 18 2 1
0 53 2 2 9 15 36 0 51 25 8
1 62 16 14 7 37 1 55 2 2 1 1
0 45 2 1 14 2 0 38 0 44 24 19
1 52 23 15 9 39 0 6 8 14 9
0 45 26 19 1 0 40 0 51 2 2 13
2 65 17 1 1 5 41 1 57 26 7
0 52 1 1 13 24 42 1 53 2 0 19
0 35 28 16 2 1 43 0 43 31 15
0 62 23 5 1 0 44 0 54 18 17
0 62 19 1 0 9 45 0 59 28 9
0 38 2 2 17 23 46 0 45 2 1 19
0 6 6 14 1 1 9 47 0 41 2 2 2 0
0 48 26 13 13 48 0 57 17 15
0 49 25 16 1 0 49 0 59 27 7
0 48 19 19 14 50 0 45 79 18
0 62 15 1 0 13 51 0 57 18 1 2
0 56 26 1 0 8 52 0 42 25 2 2
0 73 15 6 6 53 0 58 2 0 15
0 50 14 24 1 2 54 0 48 18 15
0 61 24 9 6 55 0 42 25 18
1 60 15 15 9 56 0 63 1 0 13
0 6 8 2 0 7 5 57 0 79 1 1 4
0 72 14 4 1 0 58 0 59 17 14
1 59 25 9 6 59 0 60 23 9
0 6 6 19 9 6 60 0 60 2 0 1 2
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TABLE 4
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 100 7-8 Year Old Females
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 0 60 30 6 4 31 0 38 25 18 19
2 0 41 29 2 0 1 0 32 0 43 26 19 1 2
3 0 43 26 2 0 1 1 33 0 60 19 16 5
4 0 67 15 1 2 6 34 0 52 31 1 0 7
5 0 30 30 17 23 35 0 30 33 19 18
6 0 58 19 13 1 0 36 0 6 6 16 9 9
7 1 42 26 2 0 1 1 37 0 38 24 17 2 1
8 0 57 8 18 17 38 0 43 2 0 13 24
9 0 31 27 2 1 2 1 39 1 64 2 1 9 5
1 0 0 36 24 23 17 40 0 55 19 13 13
1 1 0 73 16 6 5 41 0 54 2 0 1 1 15
1 2 0 2 2 19 2 1 38 42 0 43 2 1 2 1 15
13 0 30 2 2 2 0 28 43 0 40 30 13 17
14 0 60 19 1 1 1 0 44 0 56 2 2 8 14
15 0 59 2 1 9 1 1 45 0 51 16 15 18
16 0 29 26 25 2 0 46 0 33 19 18 30
17 0 36 33 13 18 47 0 41 25 2 1 13
18 0 41 28 19 1 2 48 0 67 1 1 14 8
19 0 40 25 26 9 4 9 0 49 2 2 14 15
2 0 0 53 14 17 16 50 0 39 29 17 15
2 1 0 43 30 13 14 51 0 57 2 0 14 9
2 2 0 53 27 1 1 9 52 0 35 26 17 2 2
23 0 65 2 0 8 7 53 0 58 18 13 1 1
24 0 31 27 17 25 54 0 31 30 17 2 2
25 0 63 2 1 8 8 55 0 32 23 23 2 2
26 0 58 25 7 1 0 56 0 46 23 15 16
27 0 70 1 2 1 2 6 57 0 80 8 6 6
28 0 80 1 0 7 3 58 0 42 33 17 8
29 1 45 2 1 13 14 59 0 61 14 12 13
30 0 39 30 1 0 2 1 60 0 49 18 14 19
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TABLE 5
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 1 0 0 9-10 Year Old Males
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 0 51 35 8 6 31 0 36 28 18 18
2 0 27 39 18 13 32 0 30 32 2 2 16
3 0 40 30 17 13 33 0 32 41 2 0 74 0 59 14 17 1 0 34 0 50 28 13 9
5 0 2 2 28 2 1 29 35 0 40 32 17 1 1
6 0 52 26 17 5 36 0 50 27 1 1 1 2
7 0 43 37 1 2 8 37 0 36 29 2 0 15
8 0 33 36 15 16 38 0 28 34 2 2 16
9 0 27 40 14 19 39 0 49 2 1 16 14
1 0 0 28 38 23 1 1 40 0 46 27 14 13
1 1 0 60 2 1 15 4 41 0 37 37 15 1 1
1 2 0 30 15 2 1 34 42 1 44 23 16 16
13 0 23 27 23 27 43 2 36 28 2 0 14
14 1 48 27 13 1 1 44 0 52 27 13 8
15 0 56 26 7 1 1 45 0 36 30 18 16
16 0 28 33 2 1 18 46 0 29 24 2 2 25
17 0 39 37 15 9 47 1 29 28 26 16
18 0 39 32 19 1 0 48 0 44 25 16 15
19 0 31 35 24 1 0 49 0 28 43 16 13
2 0 0 37 27 15 2 1 50 0 35 35 17 13
2 1 0 44 27 7 2 2 51 1 51 32 9 7
2 2 1 46 31 14 8 52 0 19 28 39 14
23 0 83 9 4 4 53 0 18 2 0 18 14
24 0 36 29 2 1 14 54 0 29 35 13 23
25 0 50 34 9 7 55 0 24 25 26 25
26 1 72 17 6 4 56 0 34 32 13 2 1
27 0 67 2 0 1 0 3 57 0 67 23 4 6
28 0 74 14 7 5 58 0 46 34 1 2 8
29 0 53 33 9 5 59 0 50 2 1 18 1 1
30 0 52 25 13 1 0 60 1 37 28 15 19
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TABLE 6
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 1 0 0 9-10 Year Old Females
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 0 32 57 8 3 31 0 2 0 35 26 19
2 0 32 33 26 9 32 0 29 26 30 15
3 0 29 38 2 2 1 1 33 0 48 33 13 6
4 0 56 2 1 16 7 34 0 60 26 14 0
5 0 2 1 31 19 29 35 0 30 37 23 1 0
6 0 51 28 18 3 36 0 63 2 2 9 6
7 0 42 29 19 1 0 37 1 28 31 26 14
8 0 48 2 1 19 1 2 38 1 28 29 26 16
9 0 23 37 2 2 18 39 0 57 19 9 15
1 0 0 27 23 37 13 40 0 35 30 19 16
1 1 0 59 24 14 3 41 0 35 37 23 5
1 2 0 16 2 2 25 37 42 1 36 32 17 14
13 0 17 35 27 2 1 43 0 28 38 31 9
14 0 6 6 2 0 9 5 44 0 39 29 19 13
15 0 45 34 7 14 45 0 27 35 2 2 16
16 0 15 37 32 16 46 0 31 23 2 1 25
17 0 29 41 23 7 47 0 28 33 31 8
18 0 30 32 23 15 48 0 59 2 0 16 5
19 0 28 33 23 16 49 0 28 40 19 13
2 0 0 47 26 15 1 2 50 0 24 39 28 9
2 1 0 29 32 2 2 17 51 0 48 28 15 9
2 2 0 48 36 8 8 52 0 15 36 25 24
23 0 77 15 5 13 53 0 44 25 2 2 9
24 0 30 36 19 15 54 0 31 24 30 15
25 0 60 28 8 4 55 0 19 19 35 27
26 1 72 16 9 2 56 0 26 32 25 17
27 0 73 2 1 4 2 57 0 75 14 6 5
28 0 85 1 2 2 1 58 0 39 41 16 4
29 0 42 40 15 3 59 0 34 39 15 1 2
30 0 34 32 19 15 60 0 35 26 2 2 17
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TABLE 7
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 1 0 0  1 1 - 1 2 Year Old Males
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 0 39 49 1 0 2 31 0 17 41 2 1 2 1
2 0 16 43 34 7 32 0 2 1 2 0 32 27
3 0 31 29 30 1 0 33 0 41 37 15 7
4 0 34 29 19 18 34 0 38 38 19 5
5 0 18 28 23 31 35 0 29 31 24 16
6 0 43 33 19 5 36 0 32 31 18 19
7 0 36 37 17 1 0 37 0 26 33 27 14
8 0 30 30 23 17 38 0 16 32 29 23
9 0 25 32 30 13 39 0 44 24 17 15
1 0 0 17 34 34 15 40 0 32 29 19 2 0
1 1 0 42 31 19 8 41 0 28 37 2 1 14
1 2 0 28 24 26 2 2 42 0 32 34 19 15
13 0 1 1 27 34 28 43 0 19 33 30 18
14 0 57 19 15 9 44 0 34 29 18 19
15 0 31 40 19 1 0 45 0 25 2 2 30 23
16 0 16 33 2 2 29 46 0 25 31 26 18
17 0 26 42 23 9 47 0 24 37 26 13
18 0 2 0 45 24 1 1 48 0 39 18 2 1 2 2
19 0 18 30 39 13 49 0 18 39 25 18
2 0 0 38 26 14 2 2 50 0 24 35 25 16
2 1 0 39 32 17 1 2 51 0 49 29 1 2 1 0
2 2 0 38 38 14 1 0 52 0 7 30 31 32
23 0 78 1 0 5 7 53 0 40 33 17 1 0
24 0 35 24 2 0 2 1 54 0 35 36 13 16
25 0 41 34 2 0 5 55 0 2 0 24 30 26
26 1 64 31 4 0 56 0 24 24 27 25
27 0 62 26 5 7 57 0 70 15 8 7
28 0 63 23 1 1 3 58 0 28 50 14 8
29 0 45 37 1 1 7 59 0 36 30 2 Q 14
30 0 39 33 17 1 1 60 0 32 23 1 2 33
67
TABLE 8
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 100 11-12 Year Old Females
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 0 25 53 16 6 31 0 23 29 28 2 0
2 0 15 43 32 1 0 32 0 17 37 26 2 0
3 0 32 37 25 6 33 0 51 33 13 34 0 41 31 17 1 1 34 0 65 25 8 2
5 0 27 35 15 23 35 0 18 47 26 9
6 1 46 35 15 3 36 0 51 25 16 8
7 1 33 35 2 1 1 0 37 0 31 34 2 0 15
8 0 44 27 17 1 2 38 0 25 31 25 19
9 0 36 43 1 2 9 39 0 43 24 13 2 0
1 0 0 2 1 39 28 1 2 40 0 31 31 24 14
1 1 0 50 28 17 5 41 0 32 28 23 17
1 2 0 23 18 23 36 42 0 35 30 13 2 2
13 0 13 25 25 37 43 0 25 35 29 1 1
14 0 65 2 1 9 5 44 0 34 39 14 13
15 0 37 30 2 0 13 45 0 2 2 34 25 19
16 0 32 30 23 15 46 0 2 2 26 24 28
17 0 24 46 27 3 47 0 32 35 28 5
18 0 39 40 16 5 48 0 49 27 9 15
19 0 23 44 23 1 0 49 0 19 38 28 15
2 0 0 47 2 0 23 1 0 50 0 32 32 25 1 1
2 1 0 37 29 18 16 51 0 51 27 15 7
2 2 0 43 34 2 0 3 52 0 13 25 35 27
23 0 78 1 0 8 4 53 0 40 30 14 1624 0 32 27 2 2 19 54 0 34 27 2 2 17
25 0 52 35 1 0 3 55 0 1 0 30 27 33
26 0 67 27 6 0 56 0 2 2 2 2 32 24
27 0 79 17 3 1 57 0 85 13 2 028 0 78 16 6 0 58 0 38 40 14 8
29 0 30 48 13 9 59 0 47 33 15 5
30 0 31 31 25 13 60 0 37 33 19 1 1
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TABLE 9
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 500 Normal Adult Males
Item NR LM NS DS DM Item NR LM NS DS DM
1 0 157 251 77 15 31 1 39 131 2 2 1 108
2 0 45 188 208 59 32 1 52 179 188 80
3 0 79 249 134 38 33 0 52 180 188 80
4 0 8 8 159 165 8 8 34 3 95 205 155 42
5 0 92 160 144 8 8 35 2 40 216 186 56
6 0 114 213 133 40 36 2 82 176 161 79
7 2 40 1 2 0 217 1 2 1 37 2 96 204 156 42
8 0 83 187 134 96 38 2 60 208 170 60
9 0 131 228 115 26 39 2 60 208 170 60
1 0 2 51 215 185 47 40 2 29 1 0 2 2 0 0 167
1 1 0 152 217 91 40 41 2 38 127 2 0 1 132
1 2 0 34 45 1 0 2 319 42 1 24 8 8 194 193
13 0 13 1 0 0 261 126 43 1 29 188 218 64
14 0 149 183 113 55 44 1 35 107 2 1 1 146
15 1 27 1 2 0 205 147 45 1 27 149 230 93
16 0 97 224 137 42 46 1 18 99 215 167
17 0 31 181 226 62 47 1 26 186 2 2 2 65
18 0 34 180 230 56 48 1 52 2 0 0 182 65
19 0 46 195 195 64 49 0 58 241 164 37
2 0 0 77 184 141 98 50 0 77 274 118 31
2 1 2 33 151 2 0 0 114 51 1 97 225 141 36
2 2 2 108 267 98 25 52 0 19 108 260 113
23 1 282 139 48 30 53 0 35 136 179 150
24 1 90 2 0 2 143 64 54 0 93 190 130 87
25 1 82 268 127 2 2 55 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 145
26 1 194 215 78 1 2 56 0 2 2 1 1 2 187 179
27 1 124 141 153 80 57 0 2 2 0 2 1 0 56 14
28 1 275 164 46 16 58 0 114 238 1 2 1 2729 2 173 246 69 1 0 59 0 6 6 178 176 80
30 2 45 149 2 1 2 92 60 1 71 165 145 118
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TABLE 10
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 350 Normal Adult Females
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 0 71 181 8 6 1 2 31 0 53 87 134 76
2 0 23 113 150 64 32 0 2 1 89 141 99
3 0 108 157 60 25 33 0 67 132 105 46
4 0 48 1 0 0 105 97 34 0 105 139 76 30
5 0 162 90 57 41 35 0 48 123 132 47
6 1 126 158 51 14 36 0 104 116 95 35
7 1 41 117 130 61 37 0 77 127 1 0 2 44
8 0 106 108 6 8 6 8 38 0 71 135 87 57
9 0 139 143 53 15 39 0 69 82 84 115
1 0 1 44 1 2 2 116 67 40 0 2 1 56 1 2 0 153
1 1 0 94 130 77 49 41 0 33 71 128 118
1 2 0 31 30 50 239 42 0 31 62 1 1 1 146
13 0 1 2 73 167 98 43 1 32 1 2 2 118 77
14 0 142 109 47 52 44 0 30 96 126 98
15 1 2 1 63 123 142 45 1 35 91 1 2 2 1 0 1
16 0 1 0 1 146 70 33 46 0 31 71 117 131
17 0 29 104 140 77 47 0 2 0 117 131 82
18 0 54 138 1 2 0 38 48 0 83 135 79 53
19 0 31 1 1 0 128 81 49 0 47 146 114 43
2 0 0 1 2 2 1 1 2 6 8 48 50 0 116 141 63 30
2 1 0 24 83 136 107 51 0 80 143 94 33
2 2 0 93 146 8 8 23 52 0 43 1 0 0 132 75
23 0 174 104 35 37 53 0 6 6 8 6 107 91
24 0 109 1 2 2 61 58 54 0 56 93 1 0 2 99
25 0 108 159 64 19 55 1 17 53 135 144
26 1 128 138 59 24 56 0 2 2 70 114 144
27 0 114 81 76 79 57 2 260 63 17 8
28 0 128 138 59 24 58 2 62 161 98 27
29 0 1 1 2 145 70 23 59 2 83 119 84 62





























































Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 60 Character Disorder Males
IR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS
0 1 0 25 15 1 0 31 1 2 1 2 29
0 5 2 1 19 15 32 1 4 19 16
0 12 19 19 1 0 33 1 1 0 2 1 17
0 9 19 16 16 34 1 19 17 2 1
0 5 1 2 26 17 35 1 3 16 25
0 14 18 18 1 0 36 1 3 15 23
0 4 17 24 15 37 2 7 1 1 26
0 7 14 2 2 17 38 2 2 26 19
0 6 2 0 2 0 14 39 1 13 24 8
0 2 23 2 2 13 40 1 4 18 18
0 2 1 2 2 8 9 41 2 6 1 2 26
0 4 1 2 15 29 42 1 5 6 27
0 2 1 1 28 19 43 1 4 17 2 2
0 15 14 16 15 44 1 4 1 0 2 1
0 5 13 24 18 45 3 3 14 26
0 2 16 24 18 46 1 6 14 2 1
0 2 18 2 2 18 47 1 5 13 25
1 6 6 2 1 18 48 1 4 1 2 2 2
1 7 14 2 2 16 49 0 3 2 1 2 1
1 7 16 18 18 50 1 6 13 25
2 6 13 24 15 51 0 8 2 1 2 0
1 1 1 18 19 1 1 52 0 0 17 2 2
1 2 1 17 15 6 53 0 5 1 2 2 0
1 5 17 23 14 54 0 7 2 0 18
1 7 19 2 1 1 2 55 0 3 13 26
1 1 2 24 14 9 56 0 4 15 2 0
1 1 0 16 24 9 57 0 14 25 9
2 2 1 23 5 9 58 0 9 2 0 2 1
1 16 16 17 1 0 59 0 4 17 25


































Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 44 Character Disorder Females
[R LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS
0 3 18 15 8 31 0 8 1 1 13
0 4 8 16 16 32 0 6 8 14
0 1 0 17 7 1 0 33 0 16 14 7
0 9 14 8 13 34 0 14 17 7
0 16 15 6 7 35 0 1 1 1 1 1 2
0 17 15 6 6 36 0 1 0 16 6
0 3 18 1 2 1 1 37 0 13 1 0 9
0 9 1 0 1 0 15 38 0 6 1 0 15
0 16 15 9 4 39 0 8 1 1 7
0 2 18 15 9 40 0 4 6 14
0 1 1 15 1 0 8 41 0 7 13 15
0 7 6 5 26 42 0 8 17 4
0 3 8 17 16 43 0 6 8 15
0 19 1 2 8 5 44 0 4 13 1 0
0 1 1 15 9 9 45 0 2 6 16
0 1 2 8 16 8 46 0 4 1 2 9
0 6 13 1 0 15 47 0 5 13 13
0 1 17 15 1 1 48 0 1 2 14 6
0 5 16 1 2 14 49 0 1 5 17
0 18 1 2 7 7 50 0 1 0 16 1 0
0 1 1 1 2 13 8 51 0 15 14 8
0 15 1 1 1 0 8 52 0 6 9 15
0 29 8 2 5 53 0 1 0 1 2 1 2
0 1 2 14 13 5 54 1 6 6 13
0 1 2 16 1 1 5 55 0 3 5 5
0 16 19 3 6 56 0 6 7 14
0 24 1 0 6 4 57 0 35 6 0
0 26 1 1 3 4 58 0 16 18 4
0 9 18 9 8 59 0 1 1 16 4
2 13 7 15 7 60 1 4 9 8
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TABLE 13
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 30 Depressive Males
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 0 1 2 16 1 1 31 0 8 13 8 1
2 0 13 1 2 3 2 32 0 6 13 8 3
3 0 14 13 1 2 33 0 1 2 15 1 2
4 0 14 1 1 4 1 34 0 1 1 16 2 1
5 1 7 14 3 5 35 0 1 0 1 2 4 4
6 0 15 1 2 1 2 36 0 6 14 9 1
7 0 8 15 6 1 37 0 6 1 1 1 0 3
8 0 8 1 0 4 8 38 0 8 1 2 8 2
9 0 9 1 1 4 6 39 0 18 9 2 1
1 0 0 9 15 5 1 40 0 9 15 4 2
1 1 0 14 14 2 0 41 0 1 2 1 2 4 2
1 2 0 3 9 1 2 6 42 1 8 13 5 3
13 0 1 0 13 5 2 43 0 1 0 13 4 3
14 0 8 17 3 2 44 0 6 16 8 0
15 0 1 0 1 1 6 3 45 0 5 14 8 3
16 0 1 1 14 4 1 46 0 4 14 6 6
17 0 7 16 5 2 47 0 6 16 5 3
18 1 4 1 2 1 0 3 48 0 8 1 1 7 4
19 0 1 2 1 2 5 1 49 0 8 14 6 2
2 0 0 1 1 1 0 5 4 50 0 8 14 7 1
2 1 0 1 0 1 0 4 6 51 0 9 15 6 0
2 2 0 15 1 2 4 2 52 0 8 1 1 9 2
23 0 18 8 3 1 53 0 6 15 8 124 0 4 16 5 5 54 . 0 9 13 8 0
25 0 1 2 1 2 5 1 55 1 5 1 0 9 5
26 1 14 15 0 0 56 0 8 13 7 2
27 0 8 15 5 2 57 0 17 1 1 1 1
28 0 2 0 9 1 0 58 0 13 13 2 2
29 0 1 2 1 1 6 1 59 0 7 17 4 2
30 0 8 14 6 2 60 0 1 1 9 7 3
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TABLE 14
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 39 Depressive Females
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 0 13 2 0 3 3 31 3 6 14 1 0 6
2 0 18 13 7 1 32 3 1 2 14 4 6
3 0 13 18 2 5 33 4 1 2 9 7 —  74 2 14 16 5 2 34 3 17 7 7 5
5 1 7 1 1 1 1 9 35 3 1 0 16 6 4
6 1 2 0 1 2 4 2 36 3 14 14 4 4
7 1 13 16 7 2 37 4 1 0 1 2 9 4
8 2 16 1 0 6 5 38 4 1 1 18 2 4
9 1 19 16 8 5 39 3 2 0 1 0 1 5
1 0 1 1 1 16 6 5 40 2 1 0 13 8 6
1 1 1 2 2 1 2 2 2 41 2 9 13 8 7
1 2 2 3 7 8 19 42 4 6 14 7 8
13 2 4 18 6 9 43 1 13 13 1 1 1
14 1 2 0 1 0 4 4 44 3 9 15 7 5
15 2 9 16 6 6 45 3 1 0 1 1 1 0 5
16 3 1 14 14 7 46 3 3 1 2 9 1 2
17 1 1 1 15 9 3 47 2 9 18 5 5
18 2 8 17 7 5 48 3 1 2 2 1 3 0
19 1 13 1 2 9 4 49 1 14 16 4 4
2 0 3 14 1 0 4 8 50 2 1 2 19 7 1
2 1 1 13 1 1 7 7 51 1 1 0 18 2 8
2 2 1 15 16 4 3 52 2 6 1 2 1 2 7
23 2 2 0 1 0 3 4 53 1 1 1 14 6 7
24 3 7 13 3 13 54 2 1 0 1 0 4 13
25 2 16 18 2 1 55 1 5 1 2 1 0 1 1
26 2 14 14 4 5 56 2 1 1 1 2 1 0 4
27 3 1 1 8 1 0 7 57 1 30 7 1 0
28 1 27 9 1 1 58 2 14 16 6 1
29 2 17 16 3 2 59 2 1 2 1 2 8 5






























Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 60 Neurotic Males
rR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS
0 1 2 39 5 4 31 0 1 0 19 2 0
0 9 29 13 9 32 0 1 2 26 17
l 1 2 24 14 9 33 0 8 29 16
0 1 0 32 1 1 7 34 0 1 1 26 17
0 9 2 1 19 1 1 35 0 9 29 16
0 24 27 5 4 36 0 1 0 2 2 2 0
0 1 1 25 17 7 37 0 6 28 2 1
0 6 25 18 1 1 38 0 6 23 23
1 13 24 16 6 39 0 2 0 25 1 0
1 13 24 18 4 40 0 1 2 2 0 18
0 2 1 24 9 6 41 0 7 23 18
0 8 9 17 26 42 2 7 15 25
0 8 2 2 2 2 8 43 0 7 30 14
0 18 16 19 7 44 0 7 29 15
0 7 2 1 16 16 45 0 8 2 2 18
1 1 0 26 18 5 46 0 4 1 2 26
1 4 23 19 13 47 0 4 26 19
0 6 23 19 1 2 48 0 6 25 15
0 7 27 13 13 49 0 6 30 18
0 9 19 19 13 50 1 6 26 2 1
0 8 2 1 17 14 51 0 8 2 1 23
0 2 1 26 9 4 52 0 4 25 23
0 2 1 24 8 7 53 0 1 1 2 0 19
0 8 23 19 1 0 54 0 5 27 17
0 14 28 1 2 6 55 0 2 25 2 0
1 17 29 9 4 56 0 6 2 2 19
0 15 2 2 14 9 57 0 2 2 26 9
0 24 24 7 5 58 0 1 1 29 16
0 8 36 1 0 6 59 0 6 28 2 2
1 5 17 25 1 2 60 0 1 1 2 1 16
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TABLE 16
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 227 Psychotic Males
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 0 93 80 34 2 0 31 3 55 79 51 39
2 1 78 75 39 34 32 3 77 82 35 30
3 2 71 69 54 31 33 0 8 6 69 39 33
4 0 8 8 74 33 32 34 3 76 85 32 31
5 1 75 63 46 42 35 1 75 84 56 24
6 0 89 73 36 29 36 0 77 70 42 38
7 3 63 82 41 38 37 1 78 81 37 30
8 1 75 6 8 52 31 38 2 75 72 42 36
9 2 78 90 32 25 39 0 96 70 32 29
1 0 6 53 103 38 27 40 2 77 67 43 38
1 1 1 1 0 0 80 27 19 41 3 78 67 41 38
1 2 0 52 53 44 78 42 6 56 78 40 47
13 3 53 81 48 43 43 1 79 79 42 26
14 5 90 71 31 30 44 3 67 65 49 43
15 4 65 55 57 46 45 3 63 63 57 41
16 1 6 8 80 45 33 46 2 55 62 43 65
17 1 79 83 33 31 47 4 57 87 48 31
18 3 53 93 48 24 48 3 74 53 42 35
19 1 6 8 70 54 34 49 2 77 81 44 23
2 0 2 74 6 8 39 44 50 4 75 77 40 31
2 1 1 63 69 50 44 51 3 77 92 29 26
2 2 0 84 87 29 27 52 2 57 69 56 43
23 1 105 6 8 25 28 53 2 61 6 6 51 47
24 1 62 73 53 38 54 4 72 6 6 41 44
25 1 85 78 34 29 55 2 52 74 54 45
26 5 90 84 26 2 2 56 4 6 8 65 48 42
27 2 8 6 6 8 32 39 57 5 114 63 25 2 0
28 2 116 71 19 19 58 5 84 80 34 24
29 2 84 89 36 16 59 5 57 77 45 43
30 1 71 78 47 30 60 4 76 70 33 44
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TABLE 17
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 79 Psychotic Females
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 0 33 23 13 1 0 31 4 24 18 13 2 0
2 2 2 1 29 1 0 17 32 2 29 24 1 1 13
3 3 27 27 1 1 1 1 33 4 25 25 1 0 15
4 1 29 2 1 13 15 34 3 33 26 6 1 1
5 2 35 19 9 14 35 3 31 27 7 1 1
6 2 36 28 4 9 36 3 34 19 7 16
7 3 27 25 1 1 13 37 3 25 26 8 17
8 3 29 18 14 15 38 3 30 25 6 15
9 1 32 26 1 0 1 0 39 3 42 14 1 1 9
1 0 1 29 23 14 1 2 40 4 27 23 1 2 13
1 1 1 46 18 5 9 41 5 26 23 6 19
1 2 2 13 2 0 1 2 32 42 6 14 2 2 16 2 1
13 1 24 24 1 2 18 43 3 25 25 1 0 16
14 3 40 2 2 4 1 0 44 3 18 26 1 2 2 0
15 0 19 26 15 19 45 2 25 18 17 17
16 3 2 2 23 17 14 46 5 2 0 18 14 2 2
17 3 23 26 15 1 2 47 4 24 23 13 15
18 4 24 27 1 2 1 2 48 3 29 23 1 1 13
19 3 30 23 14 9 49 3 27 25 8 16
2 0 1 26 28 13 1 1 50 4 13 25 1 1 16
2 1 3 24 2 2 8 2 2 51 3 24 27 1 0 15
2 2 3 36 24 9 7 52 4 2 2 18 15 2 0
23 3 42 14 5 15 53 3 23 24 9 2 0
24 4 27 2 2 13 13 54 4 27 18 9 2 1
25 2 36 18 1 2 1 1 55 2 24 24 1 1 18
26 6 32 2 2 7 1 2 56 3 2 2 25 14 15
27 3 29 19 13 15 57 4 53 1 2 5 5
28 3 49 15 5 7 58 4 29 25 1 1 1 0
29 2 35 24 9 9 59 4 24 17 8 16





























































Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 243 Retarded Males
NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS
38 1 1 2 57 17 19 31 82 72 35 2 2
41 81 70 26 25 32 80 74 38 25
43 99 58 15 28 33 80 1 0 0 27 15
47 98 43 2 2 33 34 81 6 6 42 29
57 82 39 2 1 44 35 78 81 32 28
58 97 48 2 0 2 0 36 81 6 8 38 23
57 8 6 48 2 1 29 37 80 81 36 18
60 81 42 23 32 38 83 60 40 34
74 84 30 2 2 33 39 83 98 31 15
75 73 40 24 31 40 84 6 6 41 2 0
73 97 33 13 27 41 81 93 27 2 2
80 58 38 18 49 42 93 45 44 25
79 79 28 23 34 43 89 65 33 25
79 58 44 27 35 44 87 60 34 29
81 75 32 25 30 45 81 85 33 19
80 58 37 26 42 46 80 54 35 34
77 92 32 19 23 47 82 6 6 37 25
81 6 8 41 2 2 31 48 82 63 36 28
77 75 32 31 28 49 81 82 38 15
79 61 28 24 51 50 85 62 38 27
74 99 34 17 19 51 8 6 74 36 24
75 77 40 27 24 52 89 48 42 28
79 93 29 18 23 53 83 8 8 35 17
80 6 8 37 • 25 33 54 83 56 45 23
80 1 0 0 27 16 2 0 55 83 60 29 26
89 76 32 23 23 56 84 60 38 27
84 84 32 2 1 2 2 57 83 94 23 19
82 87 29 19 26 58 8 6 61 41 32
30 93 36 1 1 23 59 89 63 37 25






























Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 190 Retarded Females
NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS
2 1 105 37 7 2 2 31 30 69 35 2 2
2 1 78 52 18 2 1 32 29 85 30 15
26 84 34 18 28 33 27 1 0 2 33 1 1
23 1 0 1 34 6 26 34 28 8 6 34 18
25 82 28 2 0 35 35 28 91 30 1 2
25 93 36 17 19 36 26 82 34 23
26 85 33 16 30 37 32 80 29 14
23 73 37 23 34 38 30 6 6 37 19
26 8 8 34 1 2 30 39 28 1 0 0 23 1 2
29 77 34 19 31 40 28 72 34 13
24 1 0 1 30 17 18 41 28 94 25 1 2
26 62 35 16 51 42 35 58 35 18
28 84 35 14 29 43 32 75 27 18
25 6 6 43 2 1 35 44 34 77 2 0 19
25 60 33 16 40 45 27 83 29 14
25 65 34 26 40 46 29 62 28 31
29 94 19 2 2 26 47 28 75 33 2 0
26 75 42 2 0 27 48 29 85 25 17
27 80 36 14 33 49 32 8 6 27 1 2
26 67 33 16 48 50 30 77 33 2 1
28 89 34 13 26 51 29 79 31 16
29 87 39 13 2 2 52 30 70 25 18
28 1 0 0 26 17 19 53 32 77 33 1 1
28 70 39 2 0 33 54 30 69 37 19
30 96 29 18 17 55 30 67 30 16
43 79 30 19 19 56 28 79 30 18
34 89 23 18 26 57 31 108 2 1 6
30 106 2 2 14 18 58 27 82 34 2 1
29 97 28 14 2 2 59 27 80 32 14
28 84 30 2 1 27 60 31 82 29 14
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TABLE 20
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 196 Schizophrenic Males
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 1 89 73 24 9 31 3 70 61 35 26
2 1 79 6 6 32 18 32 3 80 63 28 2 2
3 3 82 62 35 14 33 1 8 6 61 17 2 1
4 1 84 64 35 2 2 34 2 78 69 17 2 0
5 1 73 57 40 24 35 3 74 67 31 2 1
6 2 92 6 6 2 1 15 36 2 71 60 30 33
7 5 6 8 67 31 25 37 3 83 65 25 2 0
8 2 69 59 44 2 2 38 2 71 67 31 25
9 4 84 54 37 17 39 1 97 59 24 15
1 0 6 69 81 28 1 2 40 4 70 62 35 25
1 1 5 1 0 0 64 1 2 15 41 4 76 6 8 23 25
1 2 3 62 49 40 42 42 5 61 62 30 38
13 8 74 61 37 16 43 3 72 6 8 35 18
14 7 84 56 33 16 44 3 65 56 38 34
15 8 6 6 54 42 26 45 3 74 52 34 35
16 6 62 67 33 28 46 3 62 53 35 43
17 5 79 67 26 19 47 4 65 6 8 37 2 2
18 7 58 74 37 2 0 48 2 75 55 34 30
19 4 75 55 40 2 2 49 4 78 64 28 2 2
2 0 5 71 65 25 30 50 3 73 67 30 23
2 1 3 71 62 35 25 51 2 75 74 28 17
2 2 3 73 60 30 2 0 52 2 63 57 44 30
23 4 103 59 17 13 53 2 72 48 48 26
24 4 72 60 32 28 54 3 70 64 28 31
25 1 91 60 32 2 2 55 3 56 62 46 29
26 8 89 75 19 15 56 5 77 56 33 25
27 2 87 58 28 2 1 57 5 104 55 2 0 1 2
28 2 1 1 1 53 16 14 58 5 80 6 8 26 18
29 2 84 6 8 28 14 59 6 67 67 30 26
30 2 78 60 33 23 60 5 6 8 64 28 31
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TABLE 21
Frequency of Responses to Each Option of the
PRT for 166 Schizophrenic Females
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 2 72 59 18 15 31 3 63 52 24 24
2 3 54 62 30 17 32 2 64 55 2 1 24
3 4 63 59 25 15 33 4 67 53 18 24
4 2 73 50 24 17 34 3 80 54 15 14
5 2 72 49 2 2 2 1 35 4 60 65 17 2 0
6 5 85 52 9 15 36 3 75 48 19 2 1
7 4 63 60 23 16 37 4 53 62 25 2 2
8 4 63 52 25 2 2 38 5 64 62 13 2 29 2 6 8 54 27 15 39 5 24 54 1 2 2 1
1 0 2 60 57 30 17 40 6 63 47 26 24
1 1 2 91 41 17 13 41 4 62 61 14 25
1 2 2 35 47 33 49 42 8 45 60 27 26
13 2 52 55 29 28 43 5 59 56 2 2 2414 3 81 53 13 16 44 5 53 63 2 2 2315 1 56 53 31 25 45 . 4 65 52 23 2 2
16 4 58 38 28 18 46 5 44 67 31 29
17 3 53 65 29 16 47 6 53 76 14 17
18 3 60 60 25 18 48 5 71 53 19 1819 2 73 57 19 15 49 4 59 65 2 2 16
2 0 3 43 58 2 0 2 2 50 5 60 62 19 2 0
2 1 3 56 46 30 31 51 5 61 58 2 1 2 1
2 2 3 78 62 1 2 1 1 52 7 50 60 23 26
23 3 8 8 41 17 17 53 5 60 51 28 2 224 4 59 58 23 2 2 54 5 2 2 58 2 0 3125 2 79 54 16 15 55 5 46 54 36 25
26 8 33 48 1 2 15 56 6 57 53 25 25
27 5 6 6 55 18 2 2 57 6 107 36 7 1 028 3 119 28 4 1 2 58 7 74 53 18 14
29 3 81 55 15 1 2 59 7 60 58 2 0 2 1
30 2 53 64 26 2 1 60 8 70 44 15 29
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TABLE 22
Perceptual Reaction Test 
The Male KAR Scale* 
(Character Disorder)
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 31
2 + 32 +
3 — + 33
4 34 +
5 + + 35 — +
6 + 36 - +
7 37 - +
8 38 —
9 — 39 + +
1 0 + 40
1 1 41
1 2 + — 42
13 43 +
14 — + 44
15 45
16 46 +
17 — — + 47 — +
18 + 48 — +
19 + 49 + +
2 0 — + 50 — +
2 1 51 +
2 2 - + 52 - +
23 - + 53




28 — 58 —
29 - + 59
30 60 +
*Options marked plus are preferred by deviant group;
options marked minus are preferred by normal adults.
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TABLE 23
Perceptual Reaction Test 
The Female KAR Scale* 
(Character Disorder)




Options marked plus are preferred by deviant group; 
options marked minus are preferred by normal adults.
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TABLE 24
Perceptual Reaction Test 
The Male DEP Scale* 
(Depression)







*Options marked plus are preferred by deviant group; 
options marked minus are preferred by normal adults.
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TABLE 25
Perceptual Reaction Test 
The Female DEP Scale* 
(Depression)





* ■Options marked plus are preferred by deviant group;
options marked minus are preferred by normal adults.
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TABLE 26
Perceptual Reaction Test 
The Male NER Scale* 
(Neurosis)






*Options marked plus are preferred by deviant group 
options marked minus are preferred by normal adults.
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TABLE 27
Perceptual Reaction Test 
The Male PSY Scale* 
(Psychosis)
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 _ 31 +
2 + — 32 + —
3 + — 33 + -
4 + — 34 + —
5 35 + —
6 + 36 + -
7 + — 37 + -
8 + 38 + -
9 ''V 39 + - -
1 0 + - 40 + - -
1 1 + 41 + -
1 2 + + - 42 + + - -
13 + + - 43 + -
14 44 + -
15 + - 45 + -
16 + 46 + -
17 + - 47 + -
18 + - 48 + -
19 + — 49 + -
2 0 + 50 + — +
2 1 + - 51 + -
2 2 + _ 52 + —
23 53 + -
24 54 +
25 + - + 55 + -
26 56 + -
27 + - 57 -
28 58 + - -
29 59 + —
30 + ■— 60 +
♦Options marked plus are preferred by deviant group;
options marked minus are preferred by normal adults.
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TABLE 28
Perceptual Reaction Test 
The Female PSY Scale* 
(Psychosis)
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
T  ~ + + 31 +
2 + - 32 + — _
3 + 33 + _
4 + - 34 + -
5 35 + —
6 - + 36 + — +
7 + - 37 — +
8 38 + —
9 + 39 + —
1 0 + — 40 + + — —
1 1 + - - 41 + -
1 2 + + — 42 + + - —
13 + — 43 + -
14 — 44 + —
15 + + — — 45 + —
16 + 46 + -
17 + - 47 + -
18 + - 48 +
19 + — — 49 + -
2 0 50 +
2 1 + — 51 + _ +
2 2 + — 52 + -
23 — + 53 -
24 54 + -
25 + — + 55 + + - -
26 + + 56 + + - -
27 57
28 + — - 58 + - -
29 + — 59 + — -
30 + + — 60 + —
*Options marked plus are preferred by deviant group;




The Male RET Scale*
(Mental Retardation)
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 + + + 31 + + _
2 + + ~ - 32 + + — -
3 + + - - 33 + + - — -
4 + + — - 34 + - —
5 + + - — 35 + + - —
6 + + — - 36 + + - —
7 + + — — 37 + + - -
8 + + - - 38 + + - -
9 + — - 39 + + - — -
1 0 + + — — 40 + + — -
1 1 + 41 + + - - -
1 2 + + + — 42 + + - -
13 + + + — — 43 + + - -
14 + — 44 + + - - -
15 + + — — 45 + + - — -
16 + + — - 46 + + - -
17 + + — — 47 + + - -
18 + + — - 48 + + - -
19 + + — — 49 + + - —
2 0 + + — - - 50 + + - — +
2 1 + + + - - 51 + + - -
2 2 + - + 52 + + — -
23 + — + 53 + + - — -
24 + + — — 54 + - -
25 + + — — 55 + + - — -
26 + — + 56 + + - - -
27 + + 57 + - +
28 + — + 58 + - -
29 + — 59 + + -  . —
30 + + — “ 60 + + — —
Options marked plus are preferred by deviant group;




The Female RET Scale*
(Mental Retardation)
Item NR LM LS DS DM It err. NR LM LS DS DM
1 + + _ + 31 + +
2 + + - - 32 + + - - -
3 + + - — + 33 + + - -
4 + + - — - 34 + + — -
5 + — + 35 + + — -
6 + ■ + + 36 + + _ -
7 + •+ — — 37 + + — -
8 + — — 38 + + — -
9 + — — + 39 + + — - -
1 0 + + — — 40 + + — —
1 1 + + _ — 41 + + — -
1 2 + + + — 42 + + - ■ -
13 + + — — 43 + + — -
14 + — 44 + + — -
15 + + — — 45 + + — — -
16 + - + 46 + + - -
17 + + - — — 47 + + — —
18 + + — - 48 + + — -
19 + + — — 49 + + - -
2 0 + — — + 50 + — — +
2 1 + + — — 51 + + — — +
2 2 + + — — 52 + + — —
23 + — 53 + + —
24 + — — 54 + + - -25 + + — — 55 + + - —
26 + — — 56 + + — -
27 + + — — — 57 + - — +
28 + + — — 58 + + — - +
29 + + — — 59 + + - -
30 + + — — — 60 + + — — “
*Options marked plus are preferred by deviant group;
options marked minus are preferred by normal adults.
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TABLE 31
Perceptual Reaction Test 
The Male SKI Scale* 
(Schizophrenia)
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 + 31 +
2 + -r 32 +
3 + - 33 -f —
4 + - 34 + -
5 + 35 + -
6 + - 36 + -
7 + - 38 + -
8 + 39 + -
9 - 40 + + -
1 0 + - 41 + - -
1 1 + - 42 + + - -
12 + + 43 + -
13 + — — 44 + - -
14 45 + —
15 + — — 46 + -
16 + 47 + —
17 + - 48 + -
18 + - 49 + - ~
19 + — 50 +
2 0 + - 51 + —
2 1 + - 52 + —
2 2 . + — 53 + -
23 54 +
24 + 55 + — _
25 + — 56 + ~
26 57 _
27 + - 58 + -
28 59 + -
29 — 60 + -
30 + —
Options marked plus are preferred by deviant group;
options marked minus are preferred by normal adults.
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TABLE 32
Perceptual Reaction Test 
The Female SKI Scale* 
(Schizophrenia)
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 + . 31 + _
2 + — 32 + - —
3 33 + -
4 + 34 + —
5 35 + -
6 + — 36 —
7 37 —
" 8 38 + —
9 39 + - -
1 0 + 40 + -
1 1 + 41 + — -
1 2 + + — 42 + + -
13 + — 43 + —
14 44 + —
15 + — 45 + -
16 46 + +
17 + — 47 + -
18 + — 48
19 + — 49 + —
2 0 50
2 1 + — 51 4- -
2 2 + — 52 + -
23 53 + -
24 54 + —
25 55 + + - —
26 56 + + — —
27 + - — 57
28 + - 58 + - —
29 59 -
30 + — 60 + —
*Options marked plus are preferred by deviant group;




The Male RET-SKI Scale*
(Mental Retardation Versus Schizophrenia)
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 + mm 31 +
2 + 32 — —
3 + - 33 + - -
4 + — - 34 + —
5 + - — 35 + - -
6 + — 36 + -
7 + — — 37 + -
8 + — — 38 + - —
9 + — — 39 + — -
1 0 + — + 40 + — -
1 1 + — - 41 + -
1 2 + - — 42 + - -
13 + + - 43 + — — -
14 + - — 44 + — —
15 + — — 45 + — -  -
16 + — 46 + - —
17 + — 47 + — -
18 + — — 48 + - —
19 + — . — 49 + — —
2 0 + — — 50 + — -
2 1 + — - 51 + -
2 2 + — 52 + — — -
23 + — — 53 + — -
24 + — 54 + - —
25 + — — 55 + - —
26 + - — 56 + - —
27 + — 57 + — -
28 + — — 58 + — —
29 + — — 59 + -
30 + ' 60 +
ij|^Options marked plus are preferred by the mentally





The Female RET-SKI Scale*
(Mental Retardation versus Schizophrenia)
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 + + _ _ 31 -t* _
2 + - 32 + —
3 + — 33 + + —
4 + — — 34 + -
5 + — — 35 + + -
6 + — 36 + -
7 + + — 37 + - -
8 + — 38 + -
9 + — - 39 ■ + + -
1 0 + — — 40 + - —
1 1 + — 41 + + —
1 2 + + — — — 42 + —
13 + + — - 43 + -
14 + - — 44 + ~
15 + - - 45 + -
16 + + 46 + -
17 H" + — 47 + -
18 + — 48 + -
19 + - + 49 + - -
2 0 + — + 50 + -
2 1 + + — — 51 + —
2 2 + — 52 + — +
23 + — 53 + - —
24 + — 54 + + -
25 + — 55 + - — +
26 + + — 56 + -
27 + _ 57 + -
28 + - 58 + —
29 + — 59 + -
30 + + — 60 + —
•fgOptions marked plus are preferred by the mentally




Perceptual Reaction Test 
The Male PSY-KAR Scale* 
(Character Disorder)
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 mm 31 +
2 — 32 - +
3 33 -
4 — + 34 — +
5 _ + + 35 - + +
6 36 - + +
7 — + 37 -  - +
8 - 38 - +
9 — + + 39 —
1 0 _ 40 - + +
1 1 41 - +
1 2 — 42 -  - + +
13 -  — ' 4- + 43 - + +
14 - + 44 — +
15 - + 45 - +
16 - + + 46 — +
17 - + + 47 — + +
18 — + 48 - + +
19 — + 49 — + +
2 0 — + 50 — +
2 1 — + 51 — +
2 2 - + 52 - +
23 + 53 — +
24 - 54 — +
25 - + 55 — +
26 - 56 - +
27 — + 57 - +
28 — 58 — +
29 — 59 — +
30 — + 60 — + +
Options marked plus are preferred by the psychotic




Perceptual Reaction Test 
The MAN Scale*
(Male and Female)
Item NR LM LS DS DM Item NR LM LS DS DM
1 + 31
2 — 32 + + —
3 — + 33 - +
4 — 34 - +
5 - + + 35 — +
6 — + + 36 — +
7 — + 37
8 - + 38 - +9 — + 39 W + + —
1 0 + — 40 —
1 1 — 41 —
1 2 + 42 - +
13 43 + —
14 - + 44
15 + — 45 - + —
16 — + 46 ■- +
17 — 47 -
18 — + 48 - +
19 + — 49 —
2 0 — + + 50 - +
2 1 + — 51
2 2 + 52 — - +
23 — 53 —
24 - + 54 + -
25 - + + 55 + —
26 — 56
27 — + — 57 - + +
28 + — — 58
29 + - —  ■ 59 — +
30 + 60 +
Options marked plus are preferred by normal adult 
males; options marked minus are preferred by normal adult 
females.
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